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MA Conference 2019 Program 

Agnes Cuming Room D522 (Newman Building, School of Philosophy 5th Floor) 
 

10:00- 10:30 Morning Registration  

10:30-10:45 
Opening Remarks with Prof Maria Baghramian, 

Head of the UCD School of Philosophy 
 

Theme: Politics and Ethics 

10:45-11:15 

Ben Conroy 
 

Chair:  
Evie Filea 

 

Title: The Dignity of the Human Life-Form: Neo-Aristotelianism & Moral Equality 

Abstract: Moral status individualism, an increasingly influential position in the 
philosophy of moral status, holds that a being’s moral status is determined by the 
morally relevant capacities that it actually possesses, or the potential to develop 
those capacities. As articulated by Singer, McMahan, and others, moral status 
individualism fails to ground widespread intuitions about universal human 
equality. Notably, humans with ‘radical’ cognitive disabilities are not our moral 
equals on this view. In this paper based on my undergraduate thesis, I argue that 
Michael Thompson’s neo-Aristotelian notion of a ‘life-form’ provides the basis for 
an alternative theory of moral status that accords equal moral status to all 
members of the human species. I will briefly introduce Thompson’s teleological 
‘life-form’ concept, and then argue that when applied to the moral status debate it 
can provide a plausible ground for ‘human rights for all humans’ intuitions. I will 
then respond to two objections: the objection from over-broadness and the 
objection from evolution. 

11:15-11:45 

Thomas 
Mozdzeń 

 
Chair:  

Isaac Fried 
 

Title: Thinking and Its Discontents 

Abstract: “Thinking and Its Discontents” is taken from the first section of my work 
in progress. It is concerned with outlining the foundations of our mental lives. 
Thinking is the silent conversation we have with ourselves. This replicates the flow 
of public deliberation. Absent, however, are external interlocutors. The solitary 
thinker displays an ability to take up various positions. Thoughtlessness then 
represents an inability to discriminate opposing options. This limits the ability to 
understand, by way of example, right and wrong. Without the space and allowance 
for thinking, the political realm devolves into totalitarianism. 
 

11:45-12:15 

Stuart Scully 
 

Chair: 
Cormac 

Duffy 

Title: The Role of the Philosopher is to be an Activist 

Abstract: “The philosophers have only interpreted the world, in various ways. The 
point, however, is to change it.” This quote from Marx shapes the central thesis of 
this talk formulating that the philosopher is by default an activist and must use 
their skills as a philosopher to change the world. This talk will examine how the 
philosopher is not exempt from the alienating effects of capitalism in their 
relationship to their sense of self and the world around them. However it is their 
position as a philosopher which gives them the tools to not only critically engage 
and recognise this alienation, but to also formulate the praxis needed to combat 
this alienation. Whereas the philosopher will often be content to study these 
issues from a distance as an outside observer, this talk proposes that the 
philosopher must take an active role in acting upon their theories.  
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12:15-12:45 

Eva Collins 
 

Chair:  
Ben Conroy 

 
 

Title: ‘Clothed in Virtue’: Temperance, Habit and the Environmental impact of 
Fast Fashion 

Abstract: In this short paper I discuss the recent phenomenon of fast-fashion and 
its devastating environmental impact and propose the benefit of a virtue-ethicist 
response, situating important behavioural change within the individual, through 
the development of virtuous moral character traits. In identifying relevant virtues, I 
argue why Temperance (versus the vice of licentiousness as discussed by Aristotle 
in the Nichomachean Ethics III.10, 11) might reasonably be extended from a more 
restrictive interpretation and applied as an environmental virtue, capable of 
providing us with action guidance in response to the climate crisis. Aristotle 
emphasises the conditioning power of habit in the development of virtue or vice, 
and I argue that, disastrously in the context of climate change, fast-fashion is a 
model with environmental bad habits ‘baked in’, reinforcing the related vice of 
prodigality/waste, which development of temperance helps us avoid. 
 

12:45-1:30 Lunch Break 
 

 

 

Theme: Empathy and Resentment 

1:30-2:05 

Jean Hogan 
with response 

from 
Seçkin 
Göksoy 

 
 

Chair: 
Thomas 

Mozdzeń 
 

Title: Jean Améry’s Ressentiments 

Abstract: In a series of essays published under the title Jenseits von Schuld und 
Sühne (1966), Jean Améry—an intellectual and survivor of the Holocaust—
penetrated philosophically (more precisely: phenomenologically) the condition of 
the Nazi victim. Of central importance is the essay in which Améry examined his 
(the victim’s) ressentiments; he neither could nor wanted to get rid of 
his ressentiments, but undertook to clarify them for those against whom they were 
directed. I follow suit—clarifying Améryean ressentiments, as lying between 
conventional concepts of resentment and (Nietzschean) ressentiment. And is so 
doing I consider why—why did Améry undertake to clarify his ressentiments, what 
was his aim or purpose, what did he hope to achieve, with clarity? In a word: 
recognition. 

2:05-2:40 

Ellen O’Brien 
Hall  

with response 
from 

Bob Smith 
 
 

Chair: 
Christopher 

Little 

Title: Radical Empathy: Depression and Anxiety   

Abstract: In this paper, I will discuss Ratcliffe’s notion of radical empathy. Radical 
empathy is the suspending of our experience to engage with another's experience. 
Without assuming that both parties experiences are the same.  I will illustrate the 
influence that Stein and Husserl’s approach has on Ratcliffe and how his position 
differs from theirs. My argument will focus on the case that Ratcliffe maintains in 
his article Phenomenology as a Form of Empathy. He demonstrates the differences 
between empathy and what he refers to as mundane empathy.  I will discuss the 
impact this has on his notion of radical empathy and how he uses it to approach 
depression.  Ratcliffe focuses on the experience and perception of depression and 
how empathy affects our understanding of mental illness. We ought to empathise 
with the others in a way that appreciates their perception of the world. I will 
ascertain how his argument affects our understanding of depression and how it can 
be extended to anxiety. 
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2:40-2:55 Coffee Break 

Theme: Phenomenology and the Arts 

2:55-3:25 

Thomas 
Murphy 

 
Chair: Ben  

Davern 

Title: The Address of the Eyes: A Presentation on Camera-Subjects and Montage 

Abstract: The traditional model for understanding film experience is that of a voyeur 
experience—the audience gazes upon actors and things through an invisible fourth 
wall, as it were. Vivian Sobchack provides an alternative to this model in her book 
The Address of the Eye, wherein she gives a phenomenological description of film as 
an act of viewing which is itself viewed. There is an intentional nature to the way the 
camera-subject views and listens to the persons and objects before it. Sobchack 
describes all of this as though there is one camera-subject, or that the film-body is 
singular. However, cinema typically involves the montage of various shots. In this 
presentation I build on Sobchack's account by describing cinema as a sort of 
intercourse between multiple camera-subjects. 
 

3:25-3:55 
 

Evie Filea 
 

Chair: 
Ellen O’Brien 

Hall 

Title: The critique of ‘intellectualism’ and Brechtian reflective theatre 

Merleau-Ponty (1908-1961), is best known for his positive account of the bodily 
nature of perception while Edward Bond (1934-today), broadly considered to be 
among the major living dramatists, is known for his attempt to use theatre to 
change society. Despite their motives difference, both men have developed their 
accounts in opposition to well-established theories in their fields which appear to 
have some great similarities; that’s ‘intellectualism’ and Brechtian reflective theatre 
respectively. Main aim of this paper is to suggest there is a rich unexplored common 
ground between their critiques. I will also attempt to make a brief comparison 
between Merleau-Ponty’s accounts regarding the function of the ‘imagination’ in 
perception in comparison to Bond’s input.  

 

3:55-4:25 
 

 
Isaac Fried 

 
Chair 

Natalia 
Burakowska 

 
 

Title: Beyond Essence: Lukacs’ Aesthetic Ontology 

Abstract: This paper is part of a larger project, looking at the differences between 
Martin Heidegger and Georg Lukacs’s treatment of object-relations (meaning in the 
world) and authenticity. Coming on the tails of a phenomenological analysis of 
object essence (Chapter One), this chapter shows how Lukacs critiques the idea of a 
static essence by adapting J.C. F. Schiller’s (1759-1805) Romantic principle of “play” 
into the constitutional force of objectivity. At the same time, however, Lukacs 
relocates the form giving principle of play into the sphere of intersubjective 
relations, making intersubjectivity as enacted in history the creative basis for 
objective meaning.   
 

4:25-4:40 Coffee Break 
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Theme: Encounters 

4:40-5:10 

Ben Davern 
 
 

Chair: 
Thomas 
Murphy 

Title: Is Face Perception “Special”? A Philosophical Response 

Abstract: This paper offers a philosophical response to the idea that face perception 
is "special," a frequently debated topic in the field of cognitive neuroscience. This 
paper takes no argumentative stance on the topic, but points out the vast majority 
of research in this area has been conducted on experimental subjects viewing 
images of faces on a computer, not real faces, effectively affirming a Kantian, 
representational world in which we cannot know the thing-in-itself so the 
representation suffices for the lived experience of interacting with a face, rendering 
moot any distinction between a real face and an image. By contrast, I argue when 
we interact with a real face we are engaged in a relationship of presence where we 
not only perceive the face but are perceived by the face, in turn. I argue we don't 
"view" a real face at all, but "react" to it, unlike when viewing the static image of a 
face, where we "reflect." This brings forth a further oversight, not only in the science 
of perception and cognitive neuroscience, but the sciences generally, that of 
equating "perception" with "vision" (reduced to merely seeing images, rather then 
vision-as-activity) and the bias toward associating vision-as-seeing as the primary 
mode of perception at the expense of the other senses. 
 

5:10-5:40 

 
 

Natalia 
Burakowska 

 
Chair: 

 Evie Filea 
 

Title: Self, Others and Vulnerability 

Abstract: In this paper I will look at vulnerability as a precondition for 
conceptualising self-other relations and mutual recognition. I will begin by outlining 
the sense of corporeal vulnerability through susceptibility to violence that Hegel 
posits in his master-slave dialectic. In this dialectic Hegel indicates that there is a 
sense in which we are all corporeally vulnerable at all times and he claims that one 
must be willing to risk his life by engaging in a dual of mutual vulnerability as a 
prerequisite for recognition. I will go on to show how Butler adapts Hegel’s notion of 
corporeal vulnerability in order to argue that vulnerability preconditions self-other 
relations. Finally, I will argue against Butler’s position that violence is our primary 
response to vulnerability. I will critique her position by adapting Honneth’s 
philosophy on subject formation and showing that our primary response to 
vulnerability is love and care. 
 

5:40-6:10 

Keynote speakers 
 Dr Danielle Petherbridge,  

Assistant Professor in Continental Philosophy 
& 

Prof Rowland Stout, 
Professor in Analytic Philosophy 

6:10 Closing Remarks 

 


